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Douglas,





 





I will give you a call on Monday to discuss.





  _____  



From: Tom Kropatsch [tom.kropatsch@wyo.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2013 3:28 PM
To: Bowling, Linda; Minter, Douglas; Janie Nelson
Subject: Re: Extension Requests




Linda, 


Thank you for the notification of your intent to file extension requests for these dockets.  We understand the reasoning for your request for an extension on the Encana Docket 3-2013 since additional information was presented by Encana in response to certain comments by WDEQ.  This matter is being heard by the Commission and as I understand it, you would like to ensure EPA has had a chance to review and comment on any additional information provided by Encana prior to the hearing for approval of the Docket by the Commission.  When received, your extension request will be provided to our AG representative so he can present it to the Commission for their consideration.





The other three dockets are being heard next week by the examiners so, if you are requesting an extension, we as examiners would have to determine if there is reasonable cause to continue these until the April hearings.  We are not sure why this would be required.  On March 6, 2013, WDEQ submitted their comments to us which and they will be entered into the record at the examiner hearing.  The examiners will consider WDEQ's comments and based on those comments can add conditions of approval into the order, hold the docket open for additional information, or continue the matter, etc.  We would expect EPA to submit comments in a similar manner as WDEQ and as examiners would enter EPA's comments into the record and could take the same actions as with DEQ's comments.  It seems unnecessary to continue the hearing to receive comments from EPA of WDEQ's comments.  We would expect to receive separate comments from EPA.  





What you are proposing for these dockets sounds similar to the letter you recently submitted for the Thompson Creek/Signal Hill matter which was the topic of our telephone conversation.  Extending matters to allow EPA to review the public comments before providing comments is not a part of the MOA.  





Please let me know if you feel continuing the other three dockets (119, 120, and 121-2013) to allow EPA review of WDEQ comments is still necessary.  If so we would like the opportunity to discuss with your further via telephone prior to the Tuesday March 11, 2013 examiner hearings.





Thank you,





Tom Kropatsch


Natural Resource Analyst


Wyoming Oil and Gas Conservation Commission


2211 King Blvd


PO Box 2640


Casper, WY 82602


(307) 234-7147








On Mon, Mar 4, 2013 at 4:11 PM, Bowling, Linda <Bowling.Linda@epa.gov> wrote:






Hi Janie and Tom,





 





I want to let you know that I plan to send an extension request for the following dockets:





 





·         No. 3-2013 





Reason:  We are awaiting Encana’s response to the WDEQ’s concerns mentioned in the February 2013 letter.





 





·         Nos. 119-2013; 120-2013; and 121-2013





Reason:  We are awaiting comments/recommendation letter to the WOGCC from the WDEQ.  We would like to consider the WDEQ’s response prior to moving forward.





 





Let us know if you would like to discuss this matter any further.





 








E-Mail to and from me, in connection with the transaction 
of public business, is subject to the Wyoming Public Records 
Act and may be disclosed to third parties.









